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€)rtho^or:p. 

AS  to  orthodox,  I  should  be  glad  to  know  the  meaning  of 
the  epithet.  Nothing  you  say,  can  be  plainer.  The  ortho¬ 
dox  are  those  vho  in  religious  matters  entertain  right 
opinions.  Be  it  so.  I  low  then  is  it  possible  1  should 
know  who  they  are  that  entertain  right  opinions,  before 
]  know  what  opinions  arc  right,  I  must  therefore  unques¬ 
tionably  know  orthodoxy,  before  I  can  know  or  judge 
who  are  orthodox.  Now  to  know  the  truths  of  religion, 
which  you  call  orthodox,  is  the  very  end  of  my  in(]uirics  ; 
and  am  I  to  begin  those  inquiries  on  the  presumption, 
that  without  any  inquiry  I  know  it  already  ?  Besides,  is  thifv 
thing  which  you  call  orthodoxy,  a  thing  in  which  mankind 
are  universally  agreed,  insomuch  that  it  would  seem  to  be 
entitled  to  the  privilege  of  an  axiom  or  first  principle,  to  bo 
assumed  without  proof?  Quite  the  reverse.  There  is  noth¬ 
ing  about  which  men  have  been,  and  still  arc,  more  divided. 
It  has  been  accounted  orthodox  divinity  in  one  age,  whicli 
has  been  branded  as  ridiculous  fanaticism  in  the  next.  It 
is  at  this  day  deemed  the  perfection  of  orthodoxy  in  one 
country,  which  in  an  adjacent  country  is  looked  uf)on  as  a 
damnable  heresy.  Nay,  in  the  same  country,  hath  not 
every  sect  a  standard  of  its  own?  Accordingly,  when  any 
person  seriously  uses  the  word,  before  we  can  understand 
nis  meaning,  we  must  know  to  what  communion  he  belong. 
When  that  is  known,  we  comprehend  him  perfectly.  By 
the  orthodox  he  means  always  those  who  agree  in  opinion 
with  him  and  his  party,  and  by  the  heterodox,  those  who 
differ  from  him.  When  one  says  then,  of  any  teacher  what¬ 
ever,  that  all  the  orthodox  acknowledge  his  orthodoxy,  he 
says  neither  more  nor  less  than  this,  ^  all  who  are  of  the 
same  opinion  with  him,  of  which  numl»er  I  aqi  one,  beilere 
11 
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him  to  be  in  the  right.”  And  is  this  any  thing  more,  than 
what  may  be  asserted  by  some  person  or  other,  ol‘  any 
teacher  that  ever  did  or  ever  will  exist?  “  Words,”  it  was 
well  said  by  a  philosopher  of  the  last  age,  “  are  the  coun¬ 
ters  of  wise  men,  and  the  money  of  fools.”  And  w  hen  they 
are  contrived  on  purpose  to  render  persons,  parties  or  opin¬ 
ions,  the  objects  of  admiration  or  of  abhorrence,  the  multi¬ 
tude  are  very  susceptible  of  the  impression  intended  to  be 
conveyed  to  them,  without  entering  at  all,  or  ever  inquiring 
into  the  meaning  of  the  words.  And  to  say  truth,  we  have 
but  too  many  ecclesiastic  terms  and  phrases,  which  savour 
grossly  of  the  arts  of  a  crafty  priesthood,  who  meant  to  keep 
the  world  in  ignorance,  to  secure  an  implicit  faith  in  their 
own  dogmas,  and  to  intimidate  men  from  an  impartial 
inquiry  into  holy  writ.  Dr.  Campbell. 


]3rrtiristitiat{otf. 

ROMANS  viii,  29. - For  whom  he  did  foreknow,  he  also  did  predestinate 

to  be  conformed  to  the  image  of  his  Son,  that  he  might  be  the  first-boni 
among  many  brethren. 

It  has  often  been  observed,  that  no  act  of  Deity  is  to  be 
con^dered  as  an  unrelated  act ;  and  no  principle  of  the 
divine  mind  as  standing,  unconnected  with  other  principles. 
Whatever  the  Supreme  Being  performs  as  an  act  of  his 
wisdom,  power  or  goodness,  is  to  be  understood  as  holding 
an  intimate  connexion  with  some  other  act;  and  whatever 
principle  of  his  nature  he  may  display,  it  is  to  be  considered 
as  in  relation  to  every  other  principle  which  we  attribute  to 
God.  I  am  so  well  satisfied  w  ith  this  theory,  that  I  am  con¬ 
vinced,  it  ought  to  be  placed  at  the  very  foundation  of  all 
our  reasoning  upon  the  character  of  God,  and  the  nature 
and  course  of  his  administration.  Nay,  I  can  safely  advance 
it  as  a  fact,  that  an  inattention  to  these  truths  has  led  to  the 
establishment  of  systems  the  most  false  and  dangerous. 
How  have  we  been  accustomed  to  hear  the  divine  attributes 
and  dealings  described  ?  Have  they  alw  ays,  or  indeed  very 
often,  been  represented  in  unison  ?  So  far  from  it,  it  has 
been  the  work  of  human  ingenuity  to  “  set  at  odds  heaven’s 
jarring  attributes,  and  with  one  excellence  another  wound.” 
Justice  has  been  made  to  oppose  mercy ;  mercy  has  been 
represented,  as  requiring  what  justice  could  not  grant ;  and 
amidst  the  conflicting  claims  of  these  rival  attributes,  it  is 
not  wonderful,  that  contradictory  hypotheses  have  been 
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proposed,  and  that  mysterious  and  absurd  schemes  of  the- 
ology  be  set  up.  When  we  set  out  wrong,  we  shall  go 
wrong.  When  we  err  in  first  principles,  we  shall  err  in  our 
reasonings  from  those  principles.  It  cannot  surprise  you 
that  systems  should  contradict  each  other,  and  even  the 
same  system  contradict  itself,  when  your  reflect  that  such 
systems  are  founded  upon  unrelated  and  conflicting  prin¬ 
ciples. 

The  text  and  a  part  of  the  context  havcf  induced  the 
preceding  reflections.  We  shall  read  the  whole  argument, 
and  the  conclusion  which  the  apostle  drew  from  it.  'J'hc 
argument  commences  with  foreknowledge  and  ends  in  glo¬ 
rification.  “  For  whom  he  did  foreknow,  he  also  did  pre¬ 
destinate  to  be  conformed  to  the  image  of  his  Son,  that  he 
might  be  the  first-born  among  many  brethren.  Moreover, 
whom  he  did  predestinate,  them  he  also  called  ;  and  w  hom 
he  called,  them  he  also  justified;  and  whom  he  justified, 
them  he  also  glorified.”  'i'hese  words  describe  the  exist¬ 
ing  relation  between  the  exercises  of  the  divine  mind.  The 
conclusion  is  evidently  intended  to  produce  confidence  and 
comfort;  “what  shall  we  say  then  to  these  things?  If (Jod 
be  for  us,  who  can  be  against  us  ?” 

The  words  that  we  have  undertaken  to  consider,  lead  us 
first  to  treat  upon  predestination  as  connected  with  the 
foreknowledge  of  God  ;  and  secondly,  to  notice  the  objects 
and  ends  of  predestination. 

So  clear  and  evident  has  the  idea  of  the  foreknowledge 
of  (lod  appeared  to  most  men,  who  have  thought  of  this 
subject,  that  very  few%  if  any,  who  have  c'limed  to  be 
Christians  have  undertaken  to  deny  it.  It  is  said,  that  it 
must  be  diflicult  to  discourse  about  the  attribute^  and  exer¬ 
cises  of  a  being  of  whom  we  know  so  little  as  wc  do  of  (Jod. 
This  is  true  with  some  (jualificalion.  But  it  may  be  said  in 
reply,  that  it  is  equally,  if  not  more  diflicult,  to  discourse  or 
reason  concerning  Deity  at  all,  if  we  do  not  involve  the 
ideas  which  we  have  before  us  in  the  text.  VVe  should  ever 
speak  of  God,  with  humility  and  reverence  ;  but  to  disbe¬ 
lieve,  or  endeavor  to  evade  what  revelation  clearly  asserts 
of  the  Divine  Being  is  no  proof  of  humbleness  of  mind,  or 
reverential  awe.  Besides,  I  think  it  a  duty  to  apprize  you, 
that,  in  many  cases,  the  reluctance  to  admit  the  doctrine  of 
our  text,  has  arisen  from  a  fear  of  the  consequences  that 
were  apprehended,  if  it  was  admitted.  One  person  has 
learnt,  that  the  advocates  for  predestination,  advance  the 
notion  of  eternal  reprobation  in  connexion  with  if.  This 
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makes  him  afraid  to  admit  it.  The  doctrine  is  gloomy  and 
repulsive  ;  it  shocks  his  l)cttcr  feelings,  and  opposes  his 
ideas  of  the  moral  justice  of  God.  He  thinks  it  safer  there¬ 
fore,  to  deny  the  doctrine  in  total,  than  admit  it  with  such 
frightful  appendages.  Another  is  apprehensive  that  to  ad¬ 
mit  the  foreknowledge  of  Deity,  and  to  consider  it  as  neces¬ 
sarily  connected  with  predestination,  will  overturn  all  his 
preconceived  opinions  of  man’s  free  will,  and  perhaps  con¬ 
duct  him,  before  he  is  aware,  to  the  conclusion  that  all  men 
will  finally  attain  immortal  felicity.  To  avoid  such  conse¬ 
quences,  therefore,  he  chooses  to  evade  or  deny  these  doc¬ 
trines.  It  is  pleasing  to  reflect  that,  on  these  accounts,  we 
have  nothing  to  dread,  and  may,  of  course,  approach  our 
subject  without  placing  any  thing  valuable,  at  imminent 
hazard. 

With  all  the  reasoning  that  has  been  employed  to  separ¬ 
ate  foreknowledge  from  forcordination,  it  appears  to  me  a 
very  difficult  task.  We  must  “  reason  from  w  hat  we  know  .” 
And  how  are  we  able  to  see,  that  any  being  can  foreknow 
an  event  that  is  uncertain  ?  Knowledge  of  every  kind  sup¬ 
poses  certainty.  Contingencies,  or  things  that  may  be,  or 
may  not  be,  can  never  be  objects  of  foresight  or  foreknow  l¬ 
edge.  I  apply  these  remarks  to  the  case  in  handj  if  Deity  had 
not  “  predestinated  man  to  be  conformed  to  the  image  of 
his  Son,”  we  cannot  conceive  of  his  prescience,  that  he 
would  arrive  at  this  conformity.  There  is  another  event, 
mentioned  in  the  scriptures,  which  illustrates  this  idea ;  I 
have  reference  to  the  suffering  and  death  of  the  Messiah, 
which  were  long  foretold  by  the  ancient  prophets ;  “  him, 
being  delivered  by  the  determinate  counsel  and  foreknow  l¬ 
edge  of  God  a  ‘‘determinate  counsel”  is  the  same  as  pre¬ 
destination  ;  it  signifies  a  fixed,  unalterable  purpose.  You 
wmII  observe  that  this  “  determinate  counsel,”  precedes  the 
"‘foreknowledge.”  The  event  was  predestinated;  “it  was 
necessary  that  Christ  should  suffer,”  says  the  scripture.  If 
it  should  be  alleged,  that  we  have  not  sufficient  ground,  to 
predicate  foreknowledge  upon  foreordination,  as  all  acts  of 
the  divine  mind  are  coeval  in  point  of  time ;  we  reply  that, 
in  respect  to  what  we  know  of  ourselves,  and  the  degree  of 
foreknowledge  w  hich  we  can  exercise,  it  depends  upon  pre¬ 
vious  determination.  How’  does  the  artist  foreknow,  that 
the  machine  which  he  is  constructing  will  have  such  and 
.such  movements,  and  answ’cr  such  a  particular  end  ?  Be¬ 
cause  he  has  so  determined,  and  consequently  directs  his 
.skill  to  meet  that  determination.  But  the  objection  will  not 
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at  all  alfcct  the  argument  in  any  view.  If  foreknowledge 
does  not  depend  upon  predestination  ;  if  the  predestination 
of  Deity  does  not  indeed  precede  his  foreknowledge,  in 
point  of  time;  still  we  jierceive  their  intimate  relation;  the 
one  is  connected  with  the  other,  in  exercise ;  they  are  no¬ 
ticed  in  the  scriptures,  as  standing  in  this  relation;  and  this 
is  all  which  our  subject  requires  us  to  show. 

It  is  believed,  that  nearly  enough  has  been  advanced  to 
explain  the  meaning  of  the  terms  in  the  text,  and  give  them 
a  (lirect  application.  I  think  no  man  will  feel  prepared  to 
deny,  that  omnLsciency  sees,  and  can  declare  the  end 
from  the  beginning;*’  and  that  the  power  or  exercise  of 
predetermination  is,  in  a  peculiar  and  important  sense,  th«; 
prerogative  of  God.  I  conceive  too,  that  no  reasonable 
person  will  \^ish  to  say,  that  the  exercise  of  this  po\\er  is 
unworthy  of  Deity;  especially  when  he  learns,  that  it  re¬ 
gards  good  and  ln.ncvolent  objects.  If  it  were  othervvise, 
objections  might  be  raised;  and  they  might  lie  with  peculiar 
force  against  this  theory  ;  but  they  are  ineflfxicnt,  when 
compared  with  the,  present  view  of  the  subject:  I  mean, 
that  they  do  not  weigh  so  much,  ;^s  if  they  went  to  impeach 
the  moral,  benevolent  character  of  the  Father  of  the  uni¬ 
verse.  It  is  no  weighty  objection  to  the  dixtrine  of  predes¬ 
tination,  that  it  involves  the  supreme  dignity  and  felicity  of 
man  ;  and  that,  in  apostolic  language,  it  is  exhibited  in 
predestinating  us  to  the  adoption  of  childi'cn,  by  Jesus 
Christ  to  himself,  according  to  the  good  pleasure  of  his 
will.” 

The  terms  that  arc  used  in  the  text  are  not  of  frecjuenf 
occurrence  in  the  scriptures ;  but  the  ideas  they  convey 
are  found  in  almost  every  page.  The  w  riters  of  the  Bible 
seem  to  have  been  desirous,  that  their  readers  should  un¬ 
derstand,  that  God  made  man  for  a  definite  purpose,  which 
he  had  always  kept  in  view',  in  all  his  dealings  with  him,  as 
a  rational  creature  ;  and  that  he  had  foreseen  w  ith  certaint}', 
and  fre(|uenily  declared  in  the  most  express  manner,  what 
his  destination  was.  The  power  of  doing  these  things  is 
ascribable  to  Deity,  on  every  principle  of  reason  and  reve¬ 
lation  :  so  much  so,  that  I  se4:  not  how  we  can  avoid  attri¬ 
buting  them  to  him,  and  for  a  moment  admit  the  idea  of 
supreme  intelligencr*  It  is  often  said,  that  the  divine  pi?!- 
;>ose  or  decree  can  have  no  controlling  innuence  on  human 
conduct  ;  and  this,  in  a  sense,  is  true  ;  because  we  lean  ely 
ever  act  with  a  knowledge  of  tlic  decree,  or  with  referenfe 
t'o  the  original  design  of  onr  Maker.  And  hence  it  i>  tru^'. 
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with  respect  to  wicked  acts,  that  if  they  are  decreed,  the 
decree  does  not  extenuate  the  act ;  for  the  act  was  not  done 
to  promote  the  glory  of  God ;  the  agent  was  moved  by  mo* 
lives  of  his  own.  liut  all  this,  and  much  more,  which  might 
be  adduced  to  the  same  purpose,  does  not  go  to  prove,  but 
that  the  decree  of  Jehovah  may  form  the  definite  rule  of 
his  own  administration.  Nay,  it  will  not  prove,  but  that 
the  doctrine  of  the  text,  in  the  view  we  have  taken  of  it, 
may  be  morally  influential  upon  the  life  of  the  believer. 
Indeed,  what  c-an  better  serve  to  elevate  the  feelings,  to 
purify  the  affections,  to  enlarge  the  desires  of  the  soul,  and 
to  give  a  moral  and  dignified  tenor  to  human  conduct,  than 
the  belief  of  the  fact,  that  we  arc  destined  for  the  most 
happy  and  glorious  state  of  which  we  are  capable?  One 
would  conclude  that,  the  belief  of  this  w  ould  act  as  a  stimu¬ 
lant  to  all  the  powers  of  the  soul,  to  rouse  them  to  activity, 
and  engage  them  in  duty,  ft  is  not  credible,  that  such  men 
as  Paul  meant  to  promulgate  immoral  doctrines,  or  such 
ns  when  understood. were  of  dangerous  tendency.  Yet  we 
have  seen  w  hat  Paul  advances  in  the  text ;  and  this  is  per¬ 
fectly  consonant  with  his  general  language;  “God  hath 
from  the  beginning  chosen  you  to  salvation,  through  sancti¬ 
fication  of  the  spirit,  and  belief  of  the  truth.  God  hath  not 
appointed  us  to  wrath,  but  to  obtain  salvation  by  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ.” 

We  shall  now  pass  to  the  consideration  of  the  second 
article  of  this  discourse,  in  which  wc  are  to  treat  of  the  ob¬ 
jects  and  ends  of  predestination. 

As  predestination  necessarily  supposes  an  object  or  end, 
it  will  be  proper  to  make  this  a  distinct  topic  of  discourse ; 
and  as  the  views  of  men,  in  relation  to  this  point,  are  various 
and  opposite,  wc  may  state  our  arguments  negatively  and 
positively.  We  have  no  authority  for  the  doctrine,  that 
any  portion  of  mankind  were  predestinated  to  final,  irre¬ 
mediable  evil  or  misery  ;  and  yet  I.  for  one,  am  well  con¬ 
vinced,  that  if  such  an  event  be  certain,  it  must  be  predica¬ 
ted  on  the  ground  of  the  decree  or  design  of  the  Almighty. 
My  natBiral  ideas  of  God  would  lead  me  to  this  conclusion, 
which  I  should  find  much  in  the  scriptures  to  corroborate. 
I  am  therefore  free  to  declare,  that  I  consider  the  scheme, 
usually  denominated  Calvinistic,  as  placing  the  final  misery 
of  the  reprobate  upon  the  only  ground,  upon  which  that 
doctrine  can  be  preached  as  a  truth.  I  speak  now  of  Cal¬ 
vinism  as  it  vas»  not  as  it  is  ;  for  in  fact,  it  has  become  a  very 
different  thing  from  w  hat  it  once  was.  Its  original  authoT 
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would  not  recognize  it,  nor  own  it  as  his  work.  The  doc¬ 
trine,  us  it  was,  einhraced  the  idea  of  reprol»alion,  us  being 
as  necessary  as  that  of  predestination  to  life.  The  latter 
was  supj)osed  to  imply  the  former.  'I'hey  were  believed  to 
be  exact  cuutitei  p.irt>.  Now  we  mean  to  say  that,  this  is 
an  unfounded  aiul  incorrect  notion,  it  d(KJs  not  follow 
that,  because  (Jod  predestinates  therefore  he  reprobates.  It 
is  not  a  logical  conclusion,  that  a  decree  which  lixes  the  final 
state  of  man,  necessarily  places  some  in  a  state  where  hope 
can  never  come.  It  is  not  incumbent  on  ns  to  prove  that, 
this  view  of  predestination  is  false,  by  adducing  scrif»tiiral 
evidences.  It  becomes  those  who  esjiouse  the  idea,  to  de¬ 
monstrate  its  truth. 

For  the  laangclical  Repertory. 

^'inTiCcattott 

OF  THK  ••  DKCl.ARATtON." 

MR.  EoiTOR, — A  writer  in  the  (l)oslon)  “  Universal  Magj- 
zinc,”  (No's,  for  iMarch,  loth  and  '-22d,)  under  the  signature 
of  H.  B.”  has  animadverted  upon  a  Declaration  of  faith 
which  w  as  sometime  since  published,  signed  by  Jacob  Wood 
in  behalf  of  others.  I  have  waited  sometime  in  expectation 
of  seeing  an  answer  to  this  w  riter  by  some  one  of  the  author> 
of  the  IJcclaration,  but  as  none  has  yet  appeared,  and  pre¬ 
suming  that  they  neglect  it  as  unworthy  of  a  reply,  I  have 
thought  proper,  and  hoping  not  to  give  any  od’ence,  to  es¬ 
pouse  their  vindication  myself.  ]  think,  sir,  that  11.  B.  has 
grossly  perverted  and  ill-used  many  statements  contained  in 
the  Declaration  which  ought  to  ik*  corrected  before  the 
public.  These,  as  well  as  his  evasive  and  inaccurate  rea¬ 
soning,  I  shall  endeavor  to  expose.  I  shall  endeavor  to  use 
as  much  brevity  and  precision  as  possible,  and  leave  the 
conclusion  to  the  judgment  of  the  reader.  While  I  shall 
aim  to  preserve  the  true  sense  of  the  writer,  I  shall  make 
but  few  (quotations  from  him,  as  his  pieces  abound  in  tau¬ 
tology. 

The  two  pieces  upon  winch  I  now  pro|X)se  to  oiler  some 
remarks,  arc  headed  ‘V//i  important  fnihjrct  ions'uUred^'  and 
are  contained  in  two  numl)ers  of  the  Magazine,  as  above, 
stated.  The  first  piece  ap])ears  to  be  designed  as  an  answer 
to  the  first  article  in  the  D<‘cIaration.  ^I'hi.s  we  shall  corv- 
sider  first.  It  will  be  pro|)er  in  the  first  plate,  to  give  the 
article  as  it  stands  in  the  Declaration,  and  then  sec  how 
II.  B.  has  treated  it.  'I’fje  article  re:id<  thu** :  “  Thjf  in 
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our  opinion,  the  doctrine  of  Universal  Salvation,  at  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  a  future  state,  and  that  of  the  final  Restora¬ 
tion  of  all  men  by  Jesus  Christ,  through  faith  and  repent¬ 
ance,  are  distinct  and  dilferent  doctrines,  and  arc  incapable 
of  being  reconciled  together.*’ 

Two  important  ideas  arc  here  conveyed.  1.  That  the 
salvation  which  the  scheme  of  immediate  universal  salva¬ 
tion  holds  forth,  is  not  a  salvation  by  Christ,  2.  That  this 
scheme  holds  forth  a  salvation  without  the  means  of  faith 
nnd  repentance.  In  looking  at  the  ^^explanatory  remarks f  in 
the  Declaration,  we  find  what  the  first  idea  is  founded  upon. 
“  The  principle  on  which  the  doctrine  of  immediate  univer¬ 
sal  salvation  is  founded,  as  far  as  we  can  learn  from  its  ad¬ 
vocates,  is  the  native  and  c^cntially  immaculate  nature  of 
the  soul.”  7*hc  sense  here  is  plain.  The  reason  why  the 
scheme  of  immediate  universal  salvation  is  not  the  same  as 
the  Christian,  is  because  the  former  is  the  result  of  a  natural^ 
and  the  latter,  a  preternatural  cause.  That  is,  if  the  soul 
be  saved  by  its  own  inherent  and  necessary  nature,  it  is  not 
the  effect  of  any  special  interposition,  like  that  of  Christ's, 
This  is  the  ground  the  authors  of  the  Declaration  say,  they 
have  ever  learnt  that  the  advocates  of  the  doctrine  of  imme¬ 
diate  universal  salvation,  predicate  the  salvation  of  the  soul 
upon.  Let  us  now  see  what  H.  B.  has  done  towards  ob¬ 
viating  this  statement.  He  has  neither  acknowledged  or 
directly  denied,  that  the  authors  of  the  Declaration  have 
stated  the  ground  of  their  faith  correctly  !  He  has  stated  a 
question  of  his  own^  and  then  attempted  to  answer  it.  It  is 
in  substance  this ;  ^  If  one  who  goes  out  of  this  w  orld  igno¬ 
rant  of  Jesus  Christ,  and  inexperienced  in  that  reconciliation 
to  God,  which  a  knowledge  of  the  gospel  effects  in  the  soul,” 
commences  immediate  happiness,  how  then  is  Christ  the 
saviour  of  this  subject  ?*  But  this  has  nothing  to  do  w  ith 
the  article  in  the  Declaration.  The  salvation  which  that 
says  is  not  by  Christy  is  that  which  arises  out  of  the  ne¬ 
cessary  and  inherent  nature  of  the  soul.  If  H.  B.  does  not 
believe  in  this  ground  of  salvation,  why  did  he  not  say  so, 
and  thus  put  the  matter  to  an  end,  by  showing  that  the 


*  iDstead  of  mentioning  the  cane  of  one  who  leaves  this  world  ignorant 
of  Jesus  Christ,  inexperienced  in  the  gospel,  &c.  why  could  he  not  recollect 
the  case  of  one  who  sinned  vilfuUy  after  he  had  received  the  knovledge  of 
the  truth,  who,  after  he  had  known  the  way  of  righteousness,  turned  from 
the  holy  commandment,  who  crucified  the  Son  of  God  afresh,  and  put  him 
to  open  shame  ? 
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aulhors  of  the  Declaration  had  inisapprehended  the  ground 
of  their  theory  ?  If  he  does  believe  as  they  have  stated, 
viz.  that  the  sidvation  of  the  sold  is  the  result  of  its  own 
nature,  why  did  he  not  acknowledge  it,  and  then,  it  he 
saw  tit,  attempt  to  have  shown  how'  a  soul  thus  saved, 
is  saved  by  the  rned'mt'um  of  Christ  ?  The  authors  ol  the 
J>erlaration  are  either  right  or  wrong,  in  stating  this  to 
lx;  the  ground  of  salvation  on  the  theory  of  immediate  uni¬ 
versal  salvation;  and  it  was  certainly  <lue  from  11.  13.  to 
have  either  denied,  or  acknowledged  and  met  the  ground. 
Neither  of  these,  however,  has  he  done  !  Kvery  person, 
therefore,  must  see  that  he  l)a»  labored  in  vain. 

II.  H.  has  attempted  in  a  very  indistinct  and  indirect 
manner,  to  show  us  hozc  (’hrist  saves  those  who  die  in  an 
unreconciled  state.  If  such  enter  heaven  at  death  he  pro¬ 
poses,  I  low  is  (Christ  their  Saviour  ?  He  answers:  .lust 
as  he  would  be,  if  this  subject  (that  is,  he  who  dies  unrecon¬ 
ciled.)  should  pass  through  another  imperfect  statu.”  'Fhis 
is  telling  ns  hn:^  those  who  die  unreconciled,  are  saved  by 
Christ !  This  is  the  only  information  w  hich  he  gives  us  or> 
the  subject.  I3nt  I  shall  not  dwell  here,  as  it  has  no  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  statement  contained  in  the  Declaration. 

'J'he  authors  of  the  Declaration  say,  that  the  scheme  of 
immediate  universal  salvation  “  leav<  s  out  the  means  of 
faith  and  rrpcntanrc,  as  refjuisiies  for  the  f»ossessing  anti  en¬ 
joyment  of  salvation.”  I  am  glad  to  find  here,  that  H.  H. 
is  frank  enough  to  concede  this.  He  supposes  that  thost* 
w  ho  die  in  impenitence  and  unreconciliation  need  no  other 
qualification,  that  is,  as  to  faith  and  repentance,  than  those 
w  ho  die  in  infancy",  who  have  never  committed  any  sin.  He 
has  oflered  several  remarks  afterwards  to  justify  this  po*^!- 
tion.  Let  it  therefore  be  remember<*d  that,  in  this  respect. 
H.  13.  acknowledges  the  truth  of  the  Declaration,  and  that 
the  advocates  of  the  doctrine  of  universal  salvation  at  death, 
do  not,  in  fact,  believe  in  the  necessity  of  faith  and  repent - 
*ance  for  the  possession  and  enjoyment  of  future  salvation. 

H.  13.  makes  much  use  of  the  l.ath  chapter  of  1st  ('orir,- 
ihians,  to  illustrate  and  confirm  his  views.  He  seems  to 
lake  it  for  granted,  that  the  resumetion  there  spoken  of, 
lakes  |)lace  with  many  individuals  nt  death,  or  w  ith  all  at 
one  and  the  same  time.  Kithc  r  of  these  ftropositions  I  may 
safely  challenge  him  to  prove.  That  all  mankind  will  event¬ 
ually  be  maiie  immortally  happy  through  Christ,  I  as  linnU 
believe  as  any  other  pc  rson.  I3ut  it  is  not  in  the  jxjwer  ♦. 
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II.  B.  or  any  other  person,  to  prove,  that  the  rcsurreclioii 
spoken  of  by  Jit.  Paul,  takes  place  at  cieatli,  or  that  all  will 
share  in  this  happy  resurrection  at  one  and  the  same  period. 
To  take  these  things  as  granted,  as  11.  B.  has,  is  intolerable. 

He  also  thinks  it  a  very  important  consideration  in  his 
i'avor,  that  St.  Paul,  in  the  above  cha|)ter,  speaks  of  but  tzro 
men,  the  earthly  and  the  heavenly.  This  supposes,  he  thinks, 
that  there  is  not  a  third  or  rather  middle  man,  state,  or  con¬ 
stitution.  But  what  of  this?  Can  he  prove  that  all  men  put 
on  the  heavenly  image  of  Christ  at  death,  or  at  one  and  the 
same  period  ?  This  he  must  do,  before  this  consideration 
will  anord  him  atjy  assistance.  But  1  presume  that  we  shall 
never  be  favored  with  this  proof. 

Forbearing  any  further  observations,  I  pass  to  the  coo- 
£}idcration  of  the  second  article  of  the  Declaration,  and 
11.  B.-  s  remarks  upon  it.  The  article  is  as  follows ;  '^I'hat 
we  consider  the  former  doctrine  to  be  subversive  of  a  just 
sense  of  our  accountability  to  Cod,  and  the  proper  distinc¬ 
tion  between  virtue  and  vice,  and,  consequently,  it  lessens  the 
motives  to  virtue,  and  gives  force  to  the  temptations  to  sin.*’ 
IL  B.  has  opened  his  remarks  upon  this,  with  no  small  de¬ 
gree  of  egotism  and  vanity ;  by  telling  how  he  and  his 
brethren  had  triumphed  over  their  adversaries;  how  /tc,  when 
young,  had  humbled  reverend  and  learned  divines,  and  he 
was  now  again  to  bring  his  brethren  to  their  senses,  &c. 
But  without  stopping  at  his  trilles,  let  us  see  what  this  won¬ 
derful  logician  has  brought  forward.  The  doctrine  that  all 
misery  is  bounded  by  death,  is  subversive  of  a  just  sense 
of  our  accountability  to  Cod.”  He  begins  his  remarks  upon 
tliis  with  his  usual  caption;  tmnifestiy  absurd,*^  Why? 
because  there  is  nothing  said  in  the  law  of  JMoses  about  a  fu¬ 
ture  accountability.  All  the  curses  denounced  in  the  law  of 
IMoses,  he  informs  us,  an*  of  a  temporal  nature.  So  were 
all  the  blessings  of  the  law’.  What  then,  is  there  no  future 
happiness,  beraiisc  it  is  not  promised  in  the  law  of  Moses  ? 
The  fallacy  of  this  reasoning  will  be  seen  at  once.  The 
truth  is,  we  do  not  'look  to  the  law’  of  Moses  for  tlie  evi¬ 
dence  of  a  future  happiness  or  misery,  or  even  a  future  stale 
of  existence.  These  doctrines  peculiarly,  almost,  belong  t*) 
the  New  Testament.  But  H.  B.  denies  that  there  is  any¬ 
thing  in  the  whole  volume  of  divine  revelation,  which  con¬ 
veys  the  idea  of  future  accountability  !  To  show  the  folly 
of  his  assertion,  and  to  prove  the  doctrine  of  future  rcwartl 
and  punishment,  among  the  many  passages  to  this  purpose.. 
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i  vrill  refer  to  two  only,  which  1  will  Hety  the  incenuil}’  o1 
M,  B.  or  any  other  person,  to  evade  the  force  of.  See 
2d  'I'lm.  iv,  r.,  7,  8  ;  1st  Bet.  iii,  18,  19,  20. 

'fhe  authors  of  the  I  h'claration  have  mentioned  one  case; 
where  it  is  evident  that  a  person  is  not  punished  lor  all  his 
sin^  in  this  life  ;  tliat  is,  a  person  w  ho  dies  in  the  actual 
perpetration  of  a  crime.  'I'his  person  cannot  lu*  })unislied 
for  his  last  sin.  But  II.  B.  thinks  that  he  may  experi¬ 
ence  a  bitterness  of  soul  corresponding  with  tlK‘  moral  na- 
Mire  of  his  crime.’’  "J'his  is  a  wild  and  unwarrantable  con¬ 
jecture.  What  opportunity  for  reflection  has  a  person  who 
is  struck  instantly  dead  ?  Nothint;  but  the  dire  necessity  ol 
a  lame  theory  could  ever  lead  a  man  to  hazard  a  conjecture 
of  this  kintl.  "I'hc  case  is  too  evident  io  n  ijuire  any  argu¬ 
mentation. 

H.  B.  descends  to  a  very  low  quibble,  w  hen  he  asks 
“  what  docs  universal  experience  demonstrate  concerning 
punishing  men  after  they  leave  this  mortal  stale  ?"  ^I'he 
authors  of  the  Declaration  say,  that  universal  experience, 
demonstrates  tliat  wc  are  accountable  to  (iod,  and  must  be 
punished  for  all  our  sinful  actions.  I’his,  U.  B#  and  all  his 
brethren  who  agree  with  him,  will  doubtless  acknowledge. 
Then  the  authors  go  on  to  reason  from  this  given  proposi¬ 
tion,  and  show  that  the  doctrine  which  limits  all  punish¬ 
ment  to  tiiis  life,  is  inconsistent  with  this  fundamental  and 
acknowledged  truth,  "i’his  is  not  all  which  is  conveyed  in 
the  Declaration,  whicli  If.  B.  has  perverted. 

He  has  show  n  ecpial  weakn<*ss  and  want  of  candor  in  the 
next  particular.  'J’he  authors  of  the  Declaration  stale,  that 
the  (h)cirine  which  admits  all  characters  alike- to  heaven  at 
death,  is  subversive  of  the  prnj)er  di-<tinction  between  virtue 
and  vice,  w  liich  consists  in  the  just  reward  of  the*  one,  and 
the  full  ])unishmenl  of  the  other.  On  this  he  has  remark<-d 
as  though  the  authors  of  the  Declaration  had  said,  that 
there  was  no  distinction  between  viriu<*  and  vice  on  that 
scheme.  Thi'^  is  a  ])ervcrsion,  'riiey  say,  it  is  subver¬ 
sive  of  l\\v  proper  distinction,  ^c."’  'J'here  may  be  quite  a 
ditfe  pence  Ijetwcen  virtue  and  vice,  in  their  eliects.  in  this 
world,  and  yet  the  full  or  pritjter  distinction  may  not  be  seen 
unconnected  with  a  future  retribution. 

'J’o  show  that  the  doctrine  which  admits  all  tc)  heaven  at 
deatli.  does  not  lessen  the  motives  to  virtue.  11.  B.  mentions 
prudence  and  industry,  idlene^is  and  prodigality,  wiiich  he 
takes  lor  granlcH,  reaj)  all  their  reward  and  punishment  in 
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this  world.  I  would  beg  his  pardon,  and  ask  him  lo  prove 
this  position,  before  he  makes  use  of  it  to  support  another. 

Another  case  is  a  son  wiio  oflers  to  do  liis  duly,  and  yet 
suffers  deprivations,  provided  he  can  be  made  an  et^ual  heir 
with  the  rest  of  thecliildren  in  his  father's  will.  The  father 
})romises  him  a  sufliciency  as  he  goes  along,  from  day  to 
day,  and  an  equal  portion  when  he  arrives  at  full  age.  This 
case  is  not  applicable.  Let  the  child  be  told,  that  however 
idle  and  prolligate  he  may  be  in  his  minority,  as  soon  as  he 
arrives  to  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  he  shall  be  entitled 
to  an  equal  portion  with  those  of  his  breMiren  who  have 
been  obedient  and  industrious,  and  this  too,  w  ithout  any 
repentance  for  his  former  disobedience.  I'his  would  well 
represent  those  on  II.  H.’s  system  w  ho  go  lo  heaven  without 
repentance,  and  are  placed  on  the  same , fooling  w  ilh  the 
apostles  and  martyrs.  The  candid  reader  may  judge 
whether  this  system  is  calculated  to  encourage  virtue,  and 
suppress  vice.  But  why  did  not  H.  B.  think  of  another 
case,  and  that  a  scriptural  one  too  ?  viz.  ‘‘  If  in  this  life 
only  we  have  hope  in  Christ,  we  are  of  all  men  most  mis- 
erable.'^  It  is  a  well  known  fact,  that  the  cause  of  virtue 
often  calls  men  to  endure  great  deprivations  and  sufferings 
in  this  world  ;  and  can  there  be  any  doubt  but  that  the 
hope  of  a  future  reward  lo  souls,  is  a  great  incentive  to 
})erscverancc  ?  The  scheme  which  IJ.  B.  holds  up,  makes 
no  difference  in  the  future  condition  of  those  who  arc  faith¬ 
ful  unto  death,  and  those  who  are  not.  A  })erson  in  easy 
circumstances,  and  under  a  government  where  all  religions 
are  tolerated,  may  well  talk  about  the  ample  reward  of  vir¬ 
tue  in  this  world ;  but  let  him  be  placed  in  the  condition  of 
the  primitive  disciples,  in  poverty  and  jierpctual  persecu¬ 
tions,  and  he  might  judge  differently. 

In  order  lo  prove  that  the  doctrine  of  certain  and  imme¬ 
diate  salvation  to  all  men, docs  not  “give  force  to  the  temp¬ 
tations  of  sin,*’  H.  B.  inquires  for  its  actual  effect  upon  its 
professors.  Doubtless  he  thinks  and  has  often  said,  that 
Calvinism  is  licentious  in  its  tendency  ;  but,  after  all,  wdiat 
^.erious  and  candid  person  would  be  willing  to  say,  that  the 
professors  of  that  system  are  any  more  vicious  than  other 
Christians  ?  The  fact  i^,  the  tendency  of  a  corrupt  theory 
is  often  averted  by  other  circumstances  and  motives  of  a 
])raclical  nature.  The  love  of  worldly  honor  and  respeeta- 
bility,  the  fear  of  civil  punishments,  or  strong  social  attach¬ 
ments,  may  prevent  many  from  committing  crimes  that  they 
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Otherwise  would.  Sirip  a  |»crson  of  all  lliri>c  cou>idora- 
tioiis,  and  leave  him  lo  act  from  mere  principle,  and  we 
should  know  what  he  was.  It  is  not  conlemled  that  the 
Lelicf  in  certain  and  immediate  salvation,  i>  the  oripnal 
cause  of  a  persiin's  commitlinc  suicide  ;  hut  the  nuestion,  as 
smjgested  l»y  the  authors  of  the  Declaration,  is,  whether  it 
may  not  he  an  rxdlin^  cause*  Is  it  i.ot  prohahle.  that  a 
])erson  in  jt^reat  trouble,  wotdd  he  more  likely  to  “end  his 
troubles  by  suicide/'  in  full  expectation  of  entt*rini;  oerfect 
happiness,  than  one  who  bt‘li<  ves  that  that  act  would  intro¬ 
duce  him  into  greater  misery  7  I  would  appeal  to  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  candor  to  decide  the  (|Ucstion.  So  person  at - 
tjuainted  with  the  philosophy  of  tlie  human  mind  can  deny 
this  position. 

H.  H.  tells  as  w  hat  the  love  of  (iod  and  the  belief  of  his 
goodness,  are  calculated  to  do ;  but  let  all  this  be  urged, 
without  denouncing  a  full  and  severe  punislimt  iit  upt)n  sin, 
and  then  see  if  all  characters  can  be  brought  to  obedience. 
'J'he  love  of  (Iod  is  a  powerful  anil  important  motive  to  hu¬ 
man  duty,  but  this  never  can  or  ought  to  be  disassociated 
from  the  fear  of  his  rod  in  the  wa}  of  disobedience.  After 
all  the  atVecting  eulogies  on  the  goodne>s  i»f  (iod,  some  will 
despise  it,  and  w  alk  in  disobedience.  Such  must  be  brought 
lo  repentance  by  the  severity  of  chastisement. 

H.  B.  has  one  of  the  niost  weak  and  sophistical  remarks 
in  the  coni  luding  paragraph,  that  is  conlaini  d  in  the  w  hole. 
It  is  this,  that,  if  a  limited  leward  and  punishment  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  security  of  virtue's  cause,  an  unlimited  will 
answer  a  much  better  i  llect  !  'I'lie  same  may  be  retorted 
upon  his  system.  lie  believes  in  a  limited  jainishment  in 
this  world,  as  being  necessary  to  the  cause  of  \ii  lue;  w  liy 
not  then  believe  in  an  as  this  would  be  far  better! 

IF.  13.  is  informed,  that  there  is  no  cause  i  f  alarm  at  or¬ 
thodoxy’s  standing  ti/ftoe  to  fasten  on  the  argument  which 
the  authors  of  the  Ileclaration  have*  u^ed,  i oncerning  the 
dangerous  tendency  of  his  system.  It  is  high  time  it  were 
known  that  there  are  some  who  arc  ranked  amotig  the  I’ni- 
vcrsalists,  w ho  do  not  follow-  all  the  extravagancies  and  |kt- 
nicious  notions  adopted  by  a  few  nuulern  preachers.  'Jo 
reclaim  the  credit  which  is  due  to  th.e  original  systrni  of 
I’niversal  Restoration,  from  its  modern  corruption,  was  the 
avowed  design  which  the  authors  of  the  Declaration  had  in 
view-.  And  I  have  no  doul^t  but  that,  in  a  good  li'-grce. 
:hey  will  i-eab.^e  their  obj^'ct. 
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1  hnvc  now,  ^Ir.  Kdifor,  "onc  through  with  my  remarks 
upon  il.  U.*s  answer  to  the  Oeelaration.  You  will  pcrecivc 
that  there  arc  several  lhit)i;s  whirli  I  have  not  noticed;  hut 
they  arc  those  which  have  no  rescmhlance  of  argument, 
and  arc  in  fact  too  trivial  and  unimportant  to  he  hrou^ht  to 
puhllc  view.  I  have  aimed  to  notice  every  tiling  which 
Gould  })ossihly  hear  the  character  of  argiunnif.  The  result 
I  leave  to  the  reader. 

Before  I  close,  sir,  I  would  ju-^l  alliule  to  a  circumstance 
which  is  reallv  noticeahle.  It  is  this;  we  find  that  the 
almost  entire  work  of  the  advocates  of  immediate  universal 
salvation,  is  to  invalidate  the  opposite  arguments,  as  though 
they  thought  hy  hcalinix  dozen  the  cause  which  we  embrace, 
they  estahlish  ilieir  own  !  Rarely,  if  ever,  do  they  attempt 
to  support  their  own  theory,  hy  f)rit>ging  up  arguments,  es¬ 
pecially  scripture  texts,  (o  ])rove  that  ail  misery  is  hounded 
hy  dentil.  'J  hey  dare  not  att‘"mpt  this  work,  lest  they 
should  expose  the  weakness  of  tlicir  cause.  Il  has  ahvays 
been  esteemed  easier  to  pull  dnv  n  than  to  hnild  i/y?,  especial¬ 
ly  to  a  person  who  has  espoused  a  had  and  defenceless 
cause,  lint  this  I  must  say  to  tiic  credit  of  the  supporters 
of  the  doctrine  of  immediate  universal  salvation,  that,  while 
they  tacitly  acknowledge  the  weakness  of  their  cause  in 
refusing  to  give  it  a  direct  defence,  they  certainly  show 
their  wi«dom  in  net  exposing  tliemselves  ;  for  this  is  the 
only  safe  channel  in  which  they  can  move. 

Friend  to  the  Declaration. 


V,  G. 

Rlop'Pcl  nrc  they  which  do  hunger  and  thirst  after  rlgldeousncss,  for  they 
ihall  he  f!ll(  d. 

The  peculiar  blessedness  of  this  state  of  mind  may  ap¬ 
pear  from  various  considerations,  hut  from  none  more  than 
this,  that  it  is  precisely  that  wdiich  renders  us  recipients  of 
the  desired  good.  When  we  speak  of  the  blessings  of  the 
Gospel,  the  comforts  of  religion,  and  the  joys  attendant  up¬ 
on  a  conformity  to  Jesus  Christ,  we  do  not  mean  that  }fea- 
ven  is  parsimonious  of  its  favors  to  any  ;  wc  admit  that 

God  giveth  to  all  men  liberally  hut  we  feci  ourselves 
obliged  to  jilace  something  to  the  account  of  maids  suscepti¬ 
bility  ;  or  to  have  some  reference  to  the  state  of  his  mind. 


MATTMKW  V,  (;.  f)  j 

when  any  ol>jcct  is  placed  holorc  1  im.  U'e  rr.iist  do 
this,  or  ue^hall  not  he  ahh*  to  account  at  all.  for  the  iin  rr- 
able  condition  of  the  world,  without  the  truth,  or  what  i.5 
the  same  thine,  without  the  knowledge  of  tlie  tjaith. 
admit  that  we  may  ac<|uire  spurious  or  artificial  appetites, 
and  we  may  seek  to  gratify  them  with  V‘iiri  and  even  dele¬ 
terious  objects.  'J’his  is  a  fact,  as  well  in  a  moral  as  in  a 
tiatural  view.  ‘‘  I'.phraim  feedeth  on  wind,  and  Iblloweth 
after  the  east  witid.  lie  feccJetti  on  ashes,  a  dereived 
heart  hath  turned  him  aside  ;  that  he  cannot  deliver  his 
soul,  nor  say,  is  there  not  a  lie  in  my  right  hand  Now’  in 
this  state  of  mind,  a  man  is  liable  loconlirmc?  hi>  foolir*!!  pur¬ 
suit,  and  wamler  froni  one  unsatisfactory  object  to  anothe  r, 
w  ilhoul  being  able  to  fix  on  that  which  is  really  ami  s»il)- 
stanli.illv  good.  ^  (‘t  this  is  not  attributable  to  the  limited 
diiru>ion  (jf  the*  blessings  of  Ileavern  'J’he  air,  whi<  li  is 
necessary  to  the  -eipport  of  life  is  round  about  us  ;  but  if  we 
are  so  ignorant  of  our  cofistiliition  r;s  to  prefer  to  irdi.o'e 
mejdiilic  and  de  leterious  airs,  ami  to  place  confalencc*  in 
jicslilential  etlhjvia  as  the  m<*atjs  of  h<*allh,  we  rerlaiidy  mual 
to  be  correctc'd,  before  we  can  ]»c  prepared  to  ad(*pt  a  dil- 
ferent  course  of  conduct,  or  to  derive  advantage  Irom  if. 
The  prodigal  would  Inive  fed  with  the  swine,  if  this  had 
been  allowed  hitn  ;  but  in  order  to  induec*  his  return  to 
his  father's  house,  it  was  nerc'ssary  that  he  shouM  recollect 
that,  many  of  his  “  father's  hired  se  rvants  had  bread  enougli 
and  to  spare,  while  he  WtUs  perishing  with  hunger.*’  It  was 
necessary  that  he  should  feel  a  strong  inclination  for  the 
food  w  hich,  for  a  long  lime?  lie  Imd  not  tasted,  ami  rejecliH'' 
every  thing  ebe.  letnrn  to  his  former  condition,  a^  more 
worthy  the  dignity  of  his  birth,  and  more  suited  to  his  wants 
ami  desires.  J  le  might  have  olien  hungered  amJ  thirste  d, 
and  as  often  have  endeavored  to  satiate  himself  with  “  ihnt 
which  satisfies  not  but  when  he  i-e'llectcd  upon  the  pleas¬ 
ures  which  he  had  once  experienced,  and  compared  bis 
past  with  his  preseml conditioru  and  when  he;  had  perceived 
the  e  rror  under  whie  h  he  hael  labored  so  long,  he  was  actu¬ 
ated  by  new’  motives  ;  the  conjuneiurc  was  fave>rnb!e  lo 
his  reformation,  atid  the  deterinlnaiio!i  was  instantly  formcel 
to  return,  and  again  partake  of  the  purer  and  more*  substan¬ 
tial  blessings  i)f  hi-)  falhcr*.->  hoU'C.  **  Hle-s.^ed  are;  they  that 
do  Imfigcr  and  ihir  t  idler  i igh*-e’oi;<ncss,  for  th.ev  shall  Ix' 
tilled.*' 


